Studies of the social dynamics in foraging groups have focused primarily on birds, rodents and nonhuman primates. We extended the study of animal social tactics to the domestic pig, Sus scrofa, by using an experimental analogue of natural foraging skills, the 'informed forager' paradigm. We investigated the behaviour of 16 pigs foraging in pairs in an arena in which food had been hidden in one of eight monopolizable buckets. Before each pair trial, one of the pigs, the 'informed' pig, was given privileged knowledge about the location of the food during a solitary search trial. The 'noninformed' pig was naïve about the location of the food during pair trials, but heavier than its informed partner and thus able to displace the latter from the baited bucket. By first focusing on the informed pigs' behaviour, we show that pigs are able to remember and relocate the food site. They found the food in relocation trials, using fewer bucket investigations than expected of a random searcher. Second, by focusing on the noninformed pigs, we show that pigs are able to exploit the knowledge of others by following them to a food source. They investigated more buckets immediately after their informed partners significantly more often than expected by chance and required fewer bucket investigations to find the food in pair trials than expected from a random searcher, but not in solitary search trials. We discuss these latter findings with reference to social foraging tactics.
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Social dynamics in foraging groups have been examined in terms of the psychological processes and transmission mechanisms underlying the spread of information about food or novel foraging behaviours (reviews in Heyes 1993; Coussi-Korbel & Fragaszy 1995; Nicol 1995; Laland et al. 1996; Giraldeau 1997) ; in terms of the predicted advantages of and conditions for adopting different foraging roles in the group (e.g. producer-scrounger models; Barnard & Sibly 1981; Vickery et al. 1991; Ranta et al. 1996; Barta & Giraldeau 1998) Domestic pigs retain the foraging behaviour of their wild ancestors as shown by studies on feral pigs and domestic pigs kept in seminatural conditions (Graves 1984; Wood-Gush et al. 1990 ). If afforded the chance, they are nonspecialist feeders, foraging for patchily distributed (spatially and temporally) food in family groups in large home ranges (Krosniunas 1979; Janeau & Spitz 1995) . Family groups comprise one or several sows and their offspring with differentiated rank relationships between them (Mauget 1981; Petersen et al. 1989; Mendl 1995) . Weaned juveniles and subadults remain associated with the group at its periphery (Graves 1984) . Subadult males may also form separate social groups (Spitz 1986) while adult males may be loosely associated with family groups or join only during the mating season (Graves 1984) . Under such conditions, individuals would benefit from the ability to adjust their foraging behaviour flexibly to the presence and behaviour of other members of their group, with the optimal tactics in terms of foraging returns for each individual depending on its social rank or relative competitive ability, and the resource distribution (Barta & Giraldeau 1998 
